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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 1 recites "the game" at line 6, 
which lacks antecedent basis. To avoid a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112, the Applicant is requested to 
modify "during playing the game" to "during playing banko or bingo". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claims 1-10 are objected to because of the following informalities: Claims 1-10 include many run- 
on type sentences. A claim may not contain more then one sentence, however, should be proper in 
grammar. The Applicant is requested to break up sequential "where" and "which" statements using proper 
punctuation for the purpose of being grammatically consistent. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 9 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 9 currently depends from 
claim 7, however, this appears to be a typographical error, as claim 9 further defines the flip-flops 
introduced in claim 8. Thus, it appears claim 9 should depend from claim 8. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this 
coimtn, more ih.m one \ e.ir prior 10 the elite of .ipplic.nion for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Floyhar (U.S. Patent No. 
4,838,557). 

Claim 1: Floyhar discloses an electronic board for playing banko or bingo comprising rows and 
columns forming squares containing numbers (figures 1 & 2, where the game grid shown in figure 
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1 is placed onto the device shown in figure 2 to create an electronic board for playing bingo) and 
which board comprises printed numbers in at least some of the squares formed in the rows and 
columns of the board (i.e. where the printed bingo grid is placed on the game device, thus the 
electronic board includes squares comprising printed numbers in at least some of the squares), 
when in use during playing the game, a caller transmits drawn numbers to the players, where 
players mark drawn numbers on the board, where a game ends when a player has marked a defined 
number of rows or columns and contacts the caller (column 3, lines 38-50, where the operator 
calling numbers is equivalent to "transmitting drawn numbers to players" where the transmitting is 
audible transmitting), wherein at least the squares containing printed numbers in the rows and 
columns comprise electronic switches activated by pressing down the squares containing the 
numbers, which switches in operation activate marking elements placed in conjunction with the 
pressed squares (column 3, lines 38-61, where the electronic game board includes push buttons 
associated with each square to essentially mark the particular square as being drawn by the 
operator), which marking elements remain activated during the game where the board comprises a 
reset function for deactivating all marking elements simultaneously to achieve a fast start of the 
next game by using the board (figure 2[on/off switch 38] is considered to be equivalent to a reset 
function, since it appears that turning off the device resets the lighting states associated with the 
switches). 

Claim 2: Floyhar discloses reactivating a numbered square leads to deactivating the marking 
element (column 2, lines 12-15). 

Claim 3: Floyhar discloses the marking elements are LED elements placed in holes in the surface 
of the board, where the LEDs transmit light upwards from the board towards the player (column 
3, lines 55-56). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of 
this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior an arc such thai the subject matter 
as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person ha\ ing ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentabilin shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4-7 & 10 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Floyhar, as applied to 
claims 1-3, where applicable, in view of Ifkis (U.S. Patent No. 4,624,462). 

Claims 4 & 10: Floyhar discloses die invention substantially as claimed except for the technique of 
using the marking elements such that the marking elements are LCD indicators placed in 
conjunction with the printed numbers on the board. However, in an analogous electronic game 
board for playing bingo, Itkis discloses the use of transparent bingo cards overlaying an LCD 
display such that area of discovered matches between drawn numbers and bingo card numbers is 
darkened to visually show a marked game card (column 1, lines 43-50). Floyhar discloses a 
different technique ot having semi-transparent bingo cards on top of a board having LEDs to 
visually show marked numbers. It would have been within the ordinary level of skill to an 
electronic bingo board designer to have interchanged well known techniques of visually 
representing marked positions within the bingo card. The technique taught by Itkis is capable of 
replacing the technique taught by Floyhar for performing the same purpose of marking or 
representing matched drawn bingo numbers. The substitution would have produced a predictable 
or expected, thus, the modification is not considered to be critical and would not have led to any 
unexpected results. Therefore, it would have been prima facte obvious at the time the invention was 
made to modify the device disclosed by Floyhar in which representation of marked numbers was 
through LED illumination with the teaching of Itkis of representing marked numbers via an LCD 
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indicator for at least the purpose of improving upon an older method of achieving the same result. 
Regarding claim 1 0, Itkis discloses a microprocessor that controls the LCD indicators or marking 
elements (abstract). 

Claim 5: Itkis discloses the LCD display is formed under the numbers, where the numbers are 
printed on a transparent medium, where the LCD by activation causes the background under and 
around the number to become black, which numbers become partly invisible (column 3, lines 35- 
51 & figure 4). As the LCD indicator is a modification to Floyhar as discussed above, the 
activation upon a switch is implicit as the Floyhar discloses activation of marking via switches, thus 
a similar activation would be obvious within the modification described above. 
Claims 6 & 7: The combination of Floyhar & Itkis discloses the invention substantially as claimed 
and discussed above with respect to claims 4 & 5, however, the combination fails to disclose 
specifically that the LCD indicator darkens (i.e. marks) the display area under a number by 
darkening a circle that circles the number or by darkening dots associated with the number. 
However, regardless of such a deficiency, it would have been a mere matter of design choice to 
one of ordinar\ skill in the art. The specific visual manner in which the numbers are marked, be it a 
large square, a circle, or dots is a mere design consideration and not considered to be a critical 
component to the claimed invention. It would be obvious to those skilled in the art to use any 
conceivable indicator that would fit into the symbol display area, such as other non-circle or non- 
dot symbols that conform to a general theme or are for the pure purpose of aesthetics. See MPEP 
2144.04, section I directed to aesthetic design changes. It has been held in court that matters 
relating to ornamentation only which have no function cannot be relied upon to patentably 
distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. While, the indicators have a function, the 
specific arrangement or symbol of the indicator is considered to have no function, thereby is non- 
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critical. For at least these reasons, it would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to obtain the invention as specified in claims 6 or 7. 

Claims 8 & 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Floyhar, as applied to 
claims 1-3, where applicable. 

Claims 8 & 9: Floyhar discloses the invention substantially as claimed except for explicitly 
disclosing the switches are connected to flip-flop input terminals, the marking elements are 
connected to flip-flop output terminals, and the rest switch is connected to the flip-flop's reset 
terminal. However, regardless, such an arrangement would have been notoriously well known in 
the art of electrical circuit design. Flip-flops are notoriously well known elements in circuit design, 
thus, one possible arrangement for proper operation of the switches, the marking elements, and 
the reset switch would have been the claimed arrangement. This specific arrangement, however, 
does not appear to be critical to the invention, such as other materially different circuits are capable 
of performing the same task. Before flip-flops were around, the circuit would have been created 
using a materially different technique, thus, the use of flip-flops in this arrangement appears to be 
an improvement on older techniques or methods of achieving the same operation between the 
various elements. Further, it appears there would be a limited number of different circuits that 
would achieve the same result and still maintain cost effectiveness. Thus, it has been held in court 
that a person of ordinary skill has good reason to pursue the known options within his or her 
technical grasp and if this leads to the anticipated success, it is likely the product is not of 
innovation but of ordinary skill and common sense. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the circuit disclosed by 
Floyhar (figure 4) with a materially different circuit via circuit design as is known in the circuit 
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design arts for at least the reasons of improving on known circuits or providing cost effective 
circuits. Regarding claim 9, as discussed above the "flip-flop" is a notoriously well known electrical 
circuit, which is known to be comprised of multiple NAND gates as exampled below (one of many 
types of flip-flops), thus, claim 9 does not patentably distinguish over the prior art. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
See attached "Notice of References Cited" which includes multiple additional relevant prior art references 
directed to electronic bingo boards. The Applicant is requested to review these references. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Milap Shah whose telephone number is (571)272-1723. The examiner can normally be 
reached on M-F: 9:30AM-6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Robert 
Pezzuto can be reached on (571) 272-6996. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 




[An R-S flip-flop using two NAND gates] 



Conclusion 
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